ix.]                   THE IMPEACHMENT OF IMPEY.                      65

by very much,  the most plausible part of the charge
against Impey.

In considering this matter, the first point to be borne
in mind, is that for the course taken, the whole of the
cou$ was responsible, and that there is absolutely nothing
to show that Impey took any part in the matter which
was not taken equally by Chambers, Lemaistre and Hyde.
Impey positively affirms that this was so in his letter to
Governor Johnstone, already quoted, and in this he is
corroborated by x a letter addressed by all the Judges to*
the Court of Directors, August 2, 1775, which sayri,
"Our judgments have in every instance been unanimous
" whatever representations may be made to the contrary.
Impey had no power and no interest apart from the other
^members of the Court, and to single him out as if he was
individually responsible for Nuncomar's execution is
grossly unjust.

If any one is to be censured at all Chambers is much
more open to censure on this head than his brethren, for
he appears not to have been altogether satisfied that the
conviction upon the statute of 2 George II. was right.
He ought then to have been more disposed than his
brethren \,o a respite, but he does not appear to have
suggested one.

Macaulay says that he c< holds it to be perfectly
" clear that Impey ought to have respited Nuncornar." I
hold it to be perfectly clear that Impey had no power
to respite Nuncomar. Macaulay says that Impey
would not hear of mercy or delay. I say that there is
no evidence whatever that Impey would not hear of
mercy. As to delay, the .execution took place on the 5 th
of August, sentence having been passed on the 24th June,

1 Toucliet's petition, Gen. App. 3, 19, and see Parl. Hist. xxvi. 13SS.
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